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Arab  Disunity.  Tunisia’s  boycott  of 
the  Arab  League  appears  to  have  split 
that  body  and  doomed  any  hopes  held 
by  Nasser  of  using  the  League  to  make 
himself  master  of  the  Arab  empire  pic¬ 
tured  in  Cairo  publications.  It  ranged 
from  Morocco  on  the  Atlsuitic  Ocean 
to  Kuwait  on  the  Persian  Gulf. 

Signs  of  inner  dissension  were  noted 
on  Oct  5  when  an  Arab  League  meet¬ 
ing  in  Cairo  to  approve  a  £12  million 
($34  million)  budget  for  the  Algerian 
rebel  government  was  postponed  be¬ 
cause  of  Tunisia’s  absence.  Also  post¬ 
poned  were  measures  to  intensify  the 
boycott  against  Israel.  On  request  from 
the  League,  Tunisia’s  President  Habib 
Boiu-guiba  sent  another  delegate,  his 
Ambassador  to  Iraq  and  Lebanon,  Ha¬ 
bib ,  al-Shatty,  who  attended  the  meet¬ 
ing  on  Oct  11,  called  to  welcome  Tuni¬ 
sia  to  the  League  council.  In  his  open¬ 
ing  remarks,  Mr.  al-Shatty  charged  that 
the  League  had  become  one-sided  be¬ 
cause  it  was  dominated  by  “some 
big  countries."  The  UAR  delegate 
denied  the  charge  and  walked  out  The 
Timisian  delegate  said  he  would  not 
return.  At  the  meeting  a  few  days  later, 
the  League  unanimously  denounced 
Tunisia,  voted  to  expunge  its  criticism 
from  the  record,  and  appealed  to  the 
UAR  to  return. 

Earlier,  Kuwait  denied  that  it  would 
join  the  League,  insisted  that  its  dep¬ 
uty  ruler.  Sheikh  Moubarak  el-Sahth, 
was  only  voicing  his  private  opinion  in 
Cairo  and  in  Beirut  when  he  said  that 
Kuwait  would  join. 

Conspirators  Poll  Out.  Another  sign 
of  Arab  disunity  was  seen  in  Iraq  where 
a  pro-Nasser  revolt  on  Oct  7  by  sup¬ 
porters  of  Col.  Arif  was  quickly  put 
down  by  Premier  Abdul  Karim  el-l6is- 
sem.  Col.  Arif,  a  leader  in  the  revolt 
against  King  Feisal,  was  placed  under 
house  arrest  along  with  30  of  his  army 
friends. 

Kassem  professes  friendship  for  Nas- 
(Continued  on  page  140) 


Memo  To  The  Senate 

On  Oct.  1,  Ahmad  Shukairy,  the  Saadi  Arabian  Minister  of  State, 
a  bitter  foe  of  the  U.  S.  and  the  West,  rose  in  the  UN  (jeneral  Assembly 
to  call  for  the  liquidation  of  Israel. 

In  a  virulent  polemic,  he  demanded  that  the  UN  wipe  out  all  past  UN 
resolutions  to  restore  “the  geographic  unity  of  Palestine  as  part  and 
parcel  of  the  Arab  homeland,”  to  repatriate  Arab  refugees  to  Palestine, 
and  to  exile  Jewish  newcomers  to  their  former  countries.  He  said  that 
“recognition  of  Israel  by  the  Arab  states  has  not  come  and  it  is  not 
forthcoming,  now  or  for  oM  time  to  come.  Israel  is  there  not  to  stay 
and  it  is  not  going  to  stay.” 

On  Oct.  7,  Israel’s  Foreign  Minister  Golda  Meir  participated  in  the 
UN  General  Assembly  debate  to  defend  Israel’s  policy  against  the 
“innuendos”  of  Soviet  Foreign  Minister  Gromyko,  and  to  reafiirm 
Israel’s  desire  to  live  in  peace  with  her  neighboring  Arab  states. 
She  recalled  that  the  UN  “peace”  resolution  adopted  in  August  was  no^ 
merely  an  undertaking  by  the  Arabs  to  keep  peace  with  each  other. 
That  resolution  called  on  all  member  states  to  “act  strictly  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  principles  of  mutual  respect  for  each  other’s  territorial 
integrity  and  sovereignty.” 

☆ 

This  contrast  in  attitudes  is  well  known  at  the  UN  where  it  is  recog¬ 
nized  that  the  Arabs  have  grown  more  intractable  because  they  are 
fortified  by  their  bargaining  power  in  the  cold  war  and  their  voting 
power  in  the  UN.  It  is  widely  believed  that  any  discussion  of  sub¬ 
stantive  Arab-Israel  issues  is  futile  until  the  Arab  states  are  ready  to 
negotiate  with  Israel  directly. 

Nevertheless,  in  Washington,  there  was  another  pro-Arab  maneuver, 
which  sought  to  evade  reality  and  equity. 

On  the  very  day  on  which  Shukairy  sppke,  members  of  the  U.  S. 
Senate  received  a  letter  from  the  Rev.  Edward  L.  R.  Elson  and  five 
other  clergymen,  which  called  on  the  U.  S.  to  “persuade”  Israel  to 
make  peace  with  the  Arabs.  To  rationalize  this  line,  there  was  trans¬ 
mitted  a  startling  document  by  Prof.  William  E.  Hocking,  which  sought 
to  blame  the  outbreak  and  continuation  of  the  conflict  on  Israel  (see 
page  2). 

This  communication  will  sound  bizarre  when  read  along  with  the 
Shukairy  statement.  How  can  any  fair-minded  man  argue  that  Israel 
can  make  concessions  to  those  who  will  be  satisfied  with  nothing  less 
than  her  destruction? 

☆ 

Logically,  Shukairy’s  reiterated  declaration  of  war  against  Israel 
should  have  brought  him  censure  from  men  of  good  will  and  peace. 
It  hasn’t.  If  anyone  is  impressed  by  the  Elson-Hocking  document,  it 
will  be  Shukairy  and  his  fellow  Aralw  who  will  be  encouraged  to  main¬ 
tain  the  rigid  posture  which  has  always  characterized  Arab  policy  in 
the  struggle  with  Israel  — ^rejection  of  all  negotiation  and  compromise. 
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propaganda  pressures 


Friends  of  the  Arab  cause  in  Wash¬ 
ington  launched  a  new  attack  on  Israel 
in  the  Senate  this  month — their  third 
so  far  this  year. 

The  author  is  Dr.  Edward  R. 
Elson,  chairman  of  the  National  Coun¬ 
cil  of  the  American  Friends  of  the 
Middle  East 

Joined  by  five  other  clergymen.  Dr. 
Elson  sent  a  letter  to  members  of  the 
Senate  urging  our  government  to  ‘*per- 
suade"  Israel  to  take  the  initiative  to 
bring  about  an  Arab-Israei  settlement. 

They  express  the  view  that  the  Arab- 
Israel  dispute  is  “a  principal  cause” 
of  the  Near  East  crisis  and  **is  threat¬ 
ening  to  set  off  World  War  III.” 

Recent  developments  have  discredited 
this  premise,  for  the  current  crisis 
would  have  flared  if  there  had  never 
been  an  Israel.  Poverty,  idleness,  oil 
Russia’s  historic  drive  to  gain  a  foot¬ 
hold,  Arab  nationalism,  xenophobia, 
Egypt’s  imperialistic  ambitions  —  all 
these  have  played  their  part. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  an  Arab- 
Israel  peace  would  ease  tensions.  But 
the  Arab-Israel  conflict  is  not  the  basic 
cause;  it  is  one  of  the  results.  If  Arab 
nationalism  could  come  to  terms  with 
th”'  West  (and  the  UN  charter),  the 
Arab  states  might  come  to  terms  with 
Israel.  But  in  the  present  circum¬ 
stances,  as  Shukairy’s  UN  speech  indi¬ 
cated.  the  Arab  solution  is  Israel’s  dis¬ 
solution,  and  as  much  as  every  friend 
of  Israel  and  the  Arab  states  may  want 
peace,  the  Arab  attitude  permits  no 
room  for  any  kind  of  compromise. 

Collectiv*  Insocurity.  But  Dr.  Bison 
feels  that  if  we  let  matters  drift,  we  are 
running  the  risk  of  involvement  in  a 
war  against  Russia  to  defend  Israel 
Hence,  we  are  told,  Israel  must  win 
Arab  good  will  and  avert  war. 

'  This  is  a  curious  doctrine.  We  have 
many  friends  and  allies  in  the  world. 
Many  of  them  have  differences  with 
their  neighbors,  and  in  some  instances 
the  Soviet  Union  has  intruded  into  the 
pontroversy  and  taken  up  the  cudgek 
against  our  friends.  If  tte  U.  S.  now 
begins  to  pressure  every  friend  and 
ally  to  yield  to  demands  presented  by 
Soviet-backed  foes  in  order  to  avoid 
a  clash  with  the  USSR,  thL  becomes 
a  20-year  retreat  to  Munich.  It  is  col¬ 
lective  insecurity. 

Were  the  U.  S.  to  adopt  this  policy 
towards  its  friends  and  alLes,  it  would 


. . .  Dr.  Hocking  Reports  a  War 


have  no  friends  and  allies.  The  free 
world  coalition  would  vanish. 

Of  course,  this  does  not  mean  that 
we  must  always  agree  with  our  friends, 
and  underwrite  whatever  they  do,  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  equities  and  if  they  are 
in  the  wrong.  Accordingly,  Dr.  Bison’s 
memorandum  attempts  to  prove  that 
Israel  is  at  fault.  The  ’’evidence”  is  an 
inaccurate  and  partisan  account  of  the 
Arab-Israel  fighting  written  by  Dr.  Wil¬ 
liam  E.  Hocking  of  Harvard. 

History  is  Rowritton.  Dr.  Hocking  is 
a  philosopher,  not  a  historian.  When 
a  philosopher  enters  the  realm  of  his¬ 
tory,  it  is  frequently  to  confirm  his  own 
theory  of  history.  Events  are  selected 
to  prove  an  interpretation  and  excluded 
if  they  are  at  variance  with  the  author’s 
thesis.  When  such  “historical”  accounts 
are  put  at  the  service  of  propaganda, 
philosophers  become  notorious  part¬ 
isans.  Thus,  Dr.  Hocking  has  been  an 
inveterate  foe  of  Israel’s  cause  for  a 
generation.  History  did  not  go  his 
way.  He  has  been  trying  to  bend  it 
back  to  suit  his  purposes. 

Last  summer,  Arab  propaganda  cen¬ 
tered  on  the  line  that  Arabs  feared 
Israel’s  alleged  expansionist  ambitions. 
Dr.  Hocking  is  not  satisfied  with  that 
He  is  not  ready  to  accept  a  guarantee 
of  the  status  quo.  He  seeks  to  justify 
Arab  hatred  of  Israel  by  charging  in¬ 
justices  in  the  past.  He  wants  to  go 
back.  He  writes  a  bitter  denunciation 
of  the  Balfour  Declaration  with  taste¬ 
less  allusions  to  the  alleged  role  of  “the 
great  Jewish  American  banks.” 

Since  the  League  of  Nations  and  the 
UN  and  the  U.  S.  Congress  all  made 
exhaustive  studies  of  the  claims  and 
counterclaims  of  Arabs  and  Jews  fol¬ 
lowing  World  War  I  (no  state  ever  had 
as  many  international  validations  as 
Israel),  it  is  hard  to  understand  what 
purpose  is  served  by  reviving  this  40- 
year-old  debate.  Is  this  a  sincere  and 
serious  search  for  a  solution?  Or  is  this 
part  of  a  campaign  to  create  a  climate 
of  hostility  to  a  friendly  country? 

The  same  question  may  be  directed 
at  Dr.  Hocking’s  account  of  the  Arab- 
Israel  fighting  in  1948.  It  does  not 
square  with  official  sources,  or  even 
with  reports  from  the  Arab  side. 

¥fhe  Attacked  Whom?  According  to 
Dr.  Hocking,  it  was  the  Israelis  who 
launched  attacks  on  Arab  villages  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  between  Nov.  29,  1947, 


and  May  14,  1948.  Dr.  Hocking  lists 
only  Arab  villages  and  Arab  casualties. 
No  Arab  attacks  on  Jewish  villages  are 
mentioned.  There  is  no  reference  to 
Arab  raid,  ambush,  bombing  and 
blockade. 

And  Dr.  Hocking  writes: 

“It  was  only  after  the  British  with¬ 
drawal,  and  the  immediately  following 
proclamation  of  the  Israeli  state  on 
May  14,  1948,  that  organized  Arab 
armies  entered  Palestine  to  contest  the 
partition  which  all  Arab  states  had 
consistently  and  reasonably  opposed.” 

(What  the  UN  denounced  as  aggres¬ 
sion,  Dr.  Hocking  gently  endorses  as 
reasonable  contest  and  opposition!) 

The  inescapable  inference  from  the 
Hocking  account  is  that  Israel  was  the 
aggressor.  And,  therefore,  it  has  the 
responsibility  to  make  amends  to  its 
victims  and  sue  for  peace. 

This  version  is  contradicted  by  every 
official  record.  The  UN  Palestine  Com¬ 
mission  reported  to  the  UN  Security 
Council  on  Feb.  18,  1948: 

’’Powerful  Arab  interests,  both  inside 
and  outside  Palestine,  are  defying  the 
resolution  of  the  General  Assembly  and 
are  engaged  in  a  deliberate  effort  to 
alter  by  force  the  settlement  envisaged 
therein.’ 

On  April  18,  1948,  Jamal  Husseini, 
spokesman  of  the  Arab  Higher  Com¬ 
mittee,  told  the  UN  Security  Council: 

“The  representatives  of  the  Jewish 
Agency  told  us  yesterday  that  they 
were  not  the  attackers  .  .  .  that  tlm 


What  Americans  Believe 

In  contrast  to  the  position  taken 
by  the  Rev.  Elson  and  his  friends, 
a  state-wide  public  opinion  poll  in 
Minnesota  suggests  that  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people  do  not  agree  with  him. 
The  poll,  taken  during  the  height 
of  the  UN  debate  on  the  Near  East 
crisis,  was  published  in  the  Minne- 
apolit  Snuiday  Tribune  on  Sept.  21. 
Its  conclusions: 

“Minnesotans  believe  the  strife  in 
the  Middle  East  can  be  traced 
mainly  to  (1)  Communism,  (2)  oil 
Interests  and  (3)  Arab  yearnings 
for  freedom  and  better  living  <;on- 
ditions  . . .  Almost  half  of  the  people 
interviewed  (46  per  cent)  aay  they 
have  formed  no  opinion  about  Presi¬ 
dent  Nasser  of  the  UAR,  but  of 
those  who  have  opinions  (54  per 
cent),  more  than  twice  as  many  say 
they  disapprove  as  say  they  approve 
of  him.” 
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Arabs  had  begun  the  fighting  .  .  .  We 
did  not  deny  this  .  .  .  We  told  the 
whole  world  .  .  .  that  we  were  going 
to  fight” 

Seldior  wMi  th*  Arabs.  And  there 
is  the  vivid  account  to  be  found  in  the 
recent  book  written  by  Sir  John  Bagot 
Glubb,  A  Soldier  with  the  Arabs.  If 
anyone  should  know  what  went  on  in¬ 
side  Palestine  on  the  military  front 
during  this  period,  it  was  Glubb,  who 
led  the  Transjordan  Arab  Legion. 

Dr.  Hocking  will  find  much  in 
Glubb’s  book  to  sustain  his  anti-Israel 
view.  Glubb  loved  the  Arabs,  he 
writes,  and  he  was  as  ready  to  die  for 
Jordan  as  for  Britain.  But  Glubb,  the 
soldier,  familiar  with  the  campaign, 
does  not  verify  Hocking’s  partisan 
chronicle. 

If  Glubb  had  had  his  way,  the  Arabs 
would  have  accepted  the  UN  decision, 
Jordan  would  have  occupied  the  area 
allotted  to  it,  and  Jerusalem  would  have 
been  internationalized. 

But  this  was  not  to  be  because,  Glubb 
writes:  “The  Palestine  Arabs  attempted 
to  close  the  Jerusalem  road,  and  the 
Jewish  forces  invaded  the  Arab  area  in 
order  to  keep  the  road  open.” 

There  is  not  a  single  word  in  the 
entire  Hocking  account  of  the  Arab 
attempt  to  surround,  besiege  and  block¬ 
ade  Jerusalem,  and  to  starve  its  100,000 
Jewish  inhabitants.  And  yet  it  was  the 
Arab  siege  of  Jerusalem  which  brought 
Israel’s  forces  from  the  coast  in  their 
historic  campaign  to  run  the  gauntlet 
of  Arab  ambush,  to  open  the  road,  and 
to  bring  food  and  water  to  the  starving 
citizens  of  the  city. 

Contrary  to  Hocking,  Glubb  writes: 

“Ever  since  January  1948,  the  Arabs 
had  been  endeavoring  to  cut  the  main 
road  from  Tel  Aviv  to  Jerusalem  and 
thereby  isolate  the  Jewish  inhabitants 
of  the  Holy  City.” 

According  to  Hocking,  the  Arab 
armies  did  not  enter  Palestine  until 
May  14,  1948.  But  Glubb  writes: 

“Early  in  January,  the  first  detach¬ 
ments  of  the  Arab  Liberation  army  be¬ 
gan  to  infiltrate  into  Palestine  from 
Syria.  Some  came  through  Jordan  and 
even  through  Amman  .  .  .  They  were 
in  reality  to  strike  the  first  blow  in  the 
ruin  of  the  Arabs  of  Palestine  .  .  .  The 
Liberation  army  attempted  an  attack 
on  a  Jewish  colony  in  the  Jordan  valley 
(Feb.  IS)  ...  a  frontal  attack  which 
ended  in  fiasco.”  Later,  this  same  army 
attempted  an  attack  on  Mishmar 
Haemek  on  April  14.  “Again  the  oper¬ 
ation  was  a  fiasco.” 

TIm  GilpabilHy  of  Isypt.  But  the 

Arab  attempt  to  starve  Jewish  Jeru¬ 
salem  was  only  one  factor  which  led 


to  conflict  and  ultimate  Arab  defeat. 
The  other,  according  to  Glubb,  was 
that  “the  Arab  League,  under  Egyptian 
leadership,  decided  to  call  upon  its 
members  to  attack  the  Jews.” 

Glubb  writes  that  the  pressure  on 
the  Arabs  to  go  to  war  in  Palestine 
came  from  Egypt,  seconded  by  Syria. 
Glubb  himself  knew  that  this  was  a 
blunder,  that  the  Arab  cause  was  hope¬ 
less  because  the  Arabs  would  not  face 
the  facts.  He  conunents: 

“The  Jordan  govemnient,  aware  of 
the  true  facta,  urged  a  political  solu¬ 
tion.  But  the  politicians,  the  dema¬ 
gogues,  the  press  and  the  mob  were  in 
charge — ^not  the  soldiers.  Warnings 
went  unheeded.  Doubters  were  de¬ 
nounced  as  traitors  . . .  The  Egyptians, 
led  by  Abdul  Rahman  Pasha  Assam, 
Secretary  General  of  the  Arab  League, 
were  the  most  insistent  on  war.” 

(The  same  Azzam  said  in  Cairo  on 
May  IS,  1948:  “This  will  be  a  war 
of  extermination  and  a  momentous 
massacre  which  will  be  spoken  of  like 
the  Mongolian  massacres  and  the  cru¬ 
sades.”) 

Hocking’s  memorandum  never  refers 
to  the  fact  that  it  was  the  Arabs  who 
refused  to  accept  a  renewal  of  the 
truce,  and  that  UN  censure  of  the 
Arabs  finally  ended  the  fighting. 

Glubb  informs  us  that  he  wanted  to 
extend  the  truce  but  Premier  Nokrashy 
Pasha  of  Egypt  insisted  on  renewing 
the  fighting. 

“The  future  of  the  Arabs  of  Pales¬ 
tine  was  sacrificed  to  Egyptian  politics,” 
Glubb  writes.  “I  can  recollect  no 
precedent  in  history  for  such  irrespons¬ 
ible  action  on  the  part  of  those  in 
power.” 

And,  again: 

“The  Egyptian  government  had  led 
the  Arab  L^gue  to  war  in  May,  1948, 
against  the  advice  of  Jordan.  Egyptian 
leadership  has  ended  in  a  fiasco.” 

Of  King  Abdullah,  Glubb  says: 

“He  was  in  favor  of  peace  with  Is¬ 
rael,  and  said  so  perfectly  frankly.  In 
every  previous  crisis  in  Palestine  he 
had  proved  to  be  right  and  everybody 
else  had  proved  to  be  wrong.  He  had 
advocated  acceptance  of  the  UN  1947 
partition  resolution  in  principle,  but  the 
others  had  insisted  on  fighting.  When 
the  fighting  was  over,  the  Arab  League 
itself  had  demanded  the  enforcement 
of  the  1947  partition — ^when  it  was  al¬ 
ready  too  late.” 

Glubb  comments: 

“The  Arab  governments  were  largdy 
responsible  for  the  min  of  the  Palestine 
Arabs.  By  raising  the  hopes  of  the 
latter,  they  made  them  intransigent.” 

It  is  an  observation  worth  pondering 
by  American  friends  of  the  Arabs. 
Tliey  will  not  help  the  Arabs,  if  they, 
too,  raise  false  hopes. 
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UN  Secretary  General  Dag  Ham- 
marskjold’s  report  on  his  Near  East 
mission  is  discussed  by  the  Manchester 
Guardian  Weekly  of  Oct.  2: 

“Perhaps  Mr.  Hammarskjold  has  nn- 
revealcd  grounds  for  the  ‘assumption’ 
on  which  it  seems  reasonable  to  work’ 
that  the  impact  of  the  intention  of  all 
Goveraments  to  translate  the  words  of 
the  resolution  into  deeds  will  increas¬ 
ingly  be  felt.’  But  the  Arab  states 
have  already  had  over  a  month  to  show 
their  good-neighborliness,  and  the  chief 
evidence  Mr.  Hammarskjold  can  adduce 
is  ‘encouraging  contacts  about  the  sup¬ 
ply  of  oil  to  Jordan.*” 

Brig.  Gen.  S.L.  A.  Marshall  calls  the 
Israel  Army  a  major  force  for  peace  in 
“Why  the  Israel  Army  Wins”  in 
Harper’s  magazine,  October: 

“My  best  estimate  is  that  the  Israelis 
are  strong  enough  to  discourage  Arab 
nationalist  military  adventures  near 
their  borders  for  about  five  years — if 
the  Army’s  fighting  power  can  be  kept 
up  to  its  present  level  .  .  . 

“But  if  Israel’s  deterrent  force  is 
allowed  to  dwindle,  then  a  war — with 
unpredictable  but  terrifying  conse¬ 
quences — seems  to  me  much  more 
likely.  During  the  August  crisis,  I 
saw  for  myself  that  the  weight  of  the 
Israel  Army  was  one  of  the  main 
supports  for  stability  in  Jordan.” 

Vice  Admiral  Charles  R.  Brown, 
USN,  Commander  of  the  U.  S.  Sixth 
Fleet,  at  the  National  Press  Club,  Oct. 
7.  1958: 

“They  (Soviet  Union]  have  given  the 
Egyptians  six  submarines  which  I 
really  do  feel  are  being  operated  by  the 
USTPtians,  for  the  simple  fact  that  they 
have  bumps  in  them  and  are  getting 
awfully  rusty  . . 

Arthur  H.  Dean,  Chairman  of  the 
U.  S.  Delegation  to  the  UN  Conference 
on  the  Law  of  the  Sea,  held  in  Geneva, 
sums  up  the  accomplishments  of  the 
meetings  in  Foreign  Affairs  for  October. 
On  Israels  right  of  passage  through 
the  Gulf  of  Aqaba,  he  says: 

“The  convention  adopted  makes  clear 
that  there  shall  be  no  suspension  of  the 
right  of  innocent  passage’  of  foreign 
ships,  including  warships,  through 
straits  which  are  used  for  international 
navigation  between  one  part  of  the 
high  seas  and  another  or  to  reach  the 
territorial  seas  of  another  state.  This 
.  .  .  clearly  applies  to  the  Arab-Israel 
controversy  over  the  Strait  of  Tiran, 
giving  Israel  a  legal  right  of  innocorf 
passage  through  the  Gulf  of  Aqaba  to 
the  Red  Sea.” 
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ser  but  opposes  joining  the  UAR.  He 
is  report^  to  have  received  from  the 
UAR  some  19  MIG  planes  as  well  as  a 
number  of  Soviet  transport  planes  and 
anti-aircraft  guns.  He  follows  Nasser’s 
anti-West,  anti-Israel  propaganda  line, 
but  has  relaxed  restrictions  against  the 
U.S.  embassy  and  released  43  U.S.  Air 
Force  officers  and  men  confined  at 
Habbaniya  air  base. 

His  most  dynamic  supporters  are  the 
Iraqi  Conununists.  His  first  agree¬ 
ment  with  a  Communist  country  was 
a  trade  pact  with  Yugoslavia,  and  re¬ 
cently  he  gave  the  Soviet  Union  most- 
favored-nation  trade  privileges. 

Kassem  also  warmly  welcomed  back 
Sheikh  Mustafa  al-Barzani,  Soviet- 
trained  agent  and  Kurdish  chieftain, 
who  has  returned  after  being  exiled  for 
leading  a  revolt  in  1946.  Kurds 
would  like  to  join  with  their  brethren 
in  Turkey  and  Iran  to  revive  their  Kur¬ 
distan  nation. 

■•irut  VIolanc*.  A  general  strike  and 
rioting  by  supporters  of  former  Presi¬ 
dent  Chamoun  finally  led  President 
Fuad  Shehab  to  ask  for  the  resignation 
of  Premier  Karami.  He  refused  even 
after  Shehab  had  formed  a  military 
government.  After  negotiations  with 
Phalange  leader,  Pierre  Geyamel,  Ka¬ 
rami  agreed  to  admit  several  moderate 
Christians  into  an  enlarged  cabinet,  but 
the  Phalange  insisted  on  Chamoun  sup¬ 
porters. 

Meanwhile,  the  U.S.  announced  that 
“barring  unforeseen  developments,”  all 
U.S.  forces  will  be  withdrawn  by  Oct. 
31.  British  troops  have  also  begun  to 
leave  Jordan.  Cairo,  Moscow  and 
Baghdad  radios  promptly  broadcast 
abusive  attacks  on  the  West  alleging 
new  plots  to  delay  withdrawal  from 
Lebanon  and  Jordan.  An  8-nian  U.S. 
military  mission  landed  in  Jordan  to 
study  the  reorganization  of  that  coun¬ 
try’s  army  before  the  British  withdraw. 

Unhappy  Syria.  Nasser’s  measures  to 
centralize  his  control  of  Syria  —  the 
newest  decree  subjects  B^ouin  and 
other  Syrian  tribal  groups  to  state  law 

FROM  OUR  READERS 

David  L.  Barnett,  Washington 
Bureau  Chief,  North  American 
Nevt^spaper  Alliance,  Inc.: 

"I  find  the  Near  East  Report  a 
valuable,  comprehensive  sum¬ 
mary  of  events  in  that  important 
area.  I  find  it  particularly  use¬ 
ful  because  the  Report  puts  the 
facts  down  so  that  you  can  see 
the  important  trends  — a  service 
that  the  general  periodicals  can¬ 
not  perform." 


— are  creating  increasing  discontent 
Egyptian  teachers  are  taking  over  Sy¬ 
rian  schook,  economic  controb  have 
been  tightened,  and  resentment  is  ris¬ 
ing  in  the  Syrian  army.  A  West  Ger¬ 
man  correspondent  reported  on  Oct  8 
“bitter  disputes”  are  dividing  the  army, 
while  “the  famous  Levantine  merchants 
are  afraid  of  losing  all  contacts  with  the 
free  world  because  of  Nasser’s  planned 
economy.” 

More  trouble  is  anticipated  follow¬ 
ing  the  return  to  Damascus  of  Khaled 
Bakdash:  Observers  believe  Nasser 
granted  the  Syrian  Communist  leader 
permission  to  return  imder  Soviet  pres¬ 
sure.  Shortly  before  leaving  Prague, 
Bakdash  published  a  bitter  attack  on 
Nasser  for  outlawing  Communism  and 
suppressing  the  Communist  Party. 

The  "Profocob"  Again.  Although  in 
the  past  quarter  of  a  century  the  notori¬ 
ous  “Protocob  of  the  Elders  of  Zion” 
has  been  repeatedly  exposed  as  a  for¬ 
gery,  Nasser  believes  it  tells  the  truth. 
That  b  what  he  told  Rosi  Kranjia,  edi¬ 
tor  of  the  Indian  magazine  Blitz,  in  an 
interview  this  month.  He  blamed  all 
the  tensions  in  the  Near  East  and  the 
accusations  that  he  b  a  Hitler  in  Arab 
dress  on  the  mysterious“EldersV  adding: 
“We  are  not  the  cause.”  He  gave  the 
Indian  editor  a  copy  in  Englbh,  saying: 
“I  consider  it  to  be  an  important  b^k.” 
Nast  Eggs.  Reporb  of  criminal  ex¬ 
travagance  by  oil-rich  Arab  rulers  while 
their  subjecb  live  in  poverty  were  con¬ 
firmed  by  a  wedding  in  Cairo  on  Oct  3. 
The  groom  was  Emir  Fahed  ben  Abdel 
Aziz,  40-year-old  brother  of  King  Saud, 
and  he  gave  his  18-year-old  Egyptian 
bride  $275,000  in  jewelry,  $40,000  in 
cash  and  300  Christian  Dior  dresses  as 
his  first  present.  He  also  gave  the 
girl’s  family  six  American  limousines. 

The  wedding  was  described  as  one 
of  the  most  lavbh  seen  in  Cairo.  Saudi 
Arabia  is  currently  living  under  an 
austerity  program  because  of  a  shortage 
of  funds. 

And  in  New  York,  the  Surrogate’s 
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Court  disclosed  that  Iraq’s  late  King 
Febal  had  left  $500,000  in  a  city  bank. 
Mod  ttarra  noon  Dofonsa.  The  first  of 
two  submarines  sold  by  Great  Britain 
to  Israel  was  handed  over  on  Oct  9. 
They  are  modernized  vesseb  about  13 
yean  old. 

Along  the  Jordan,  north  of  the  Sea 
of  Galilee,  Syrians  fired  on  Israel 
patrols  on  two  occasions.  And,  at  sea, 
an  Israel  fighter  plane  arrived  in  time 
to  prevent  an  Egyptian  warship  from 
taking  an  Israel  filing  boat  in  tow. 
Cotton  Balos.  Egypt  faces  a  record 
crop  this  year  with  dismay  because  she 
cannot  find  customen  for  it  Last 
year  there  was  a  surplus  of  401,600 
bales,  making  a  total  of  more  than 
2,300,000  bales  that  Egypt  must  selL 


A  fresh  outburst  of  scurrilous  prop¬ 
aganda  was  heard  on  Oct.  6  and  suc¬ 
ceeding  days  against  the  U.  S.  and  the 
West  from  Cairo  radio  and  the  nest  of 
so-called  clandestine  transmitters  which 
broadcast  from  UAR  territory.  Below 
is  a  vilification  of  President  Eisenhower 
as  broadcast  in  Arabic  on  Oct.  6  by  the 
clandestine  Jordan  People's  Radio: 

“Ebenhower,  the  old  man  of  the  im¬ 
perialist  American  dollar,  vuits  hb 
country’s  hospitals  every  now  and  then 
to  undergo  some  operation  or  another. 
Thb  has  gone  on  so  long  that  his  body 
has  become  one  big  mass  of  drugs,  in¬ 
oculations,  sulpha  and  aureomycin. 

“The  ultimate  treatment  for  a  septic 
part  of  the  body  b  amputation,  and  as 
many  patches  on  Eisenhower’s  body 
will  eventually  cause  him  to  end  up  on 
the  city  dump,  so  will  the  imperialbt 
struggle  definitely  fall  into  the  abyss.” 
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